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GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL 
WINTER SESSION 


The winter session of the General Medical Council 
ended on November 28 after a four-days meeting. Mr. 
H. L. Eason was re-elected President for a further term 
of two years. The business before the Council was almost 
entirely concerned with disciplinary cases, of which there 
were twenty on the programme. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The committee reports presented during the recent session 
of the General Medical Council were only on routine 
matters. Mr. Ritchie, who presented the report of the 
Public Health Committee, said that the committee had 
been considering the comments made by licensing bodies 
on the general report of the Council on the visitation 
(1938-9) of the examinations for the D.P.H. The Univer- 
sities of Manchester and St. Andrews, the London School 
of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, and the Scottish Branch 
of the Society of Medical Officers of Health had not yet 
sent in’their comments, but the committee hoped to receive 
them as soon as possible. 

Dr. Campbell, who presented the report of the Pharma- 
copoeia Committee, said that the British Pharmacopoeia 
Commission had carefully considered the modification of 
certain pharmacopoeial formulae with a view to effecting 
economy in the use of alcohol. Experiments on this sub- 
ject were proceeding, and it was probable that another 
Addendum—the fifth—to the British Pharmacopoeia, 1932, 
would be necessary in order to give effect to the recom- 
mendations. The Commission had continued its policy of 
giving names to chemical substances now being made in 
this country, and he hoped that manufacturers here who 
obtained the patent rights to make these substances would 
use the names suggested, so that the same substance would 
not be known by half a dozen different names. 


DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS 
Restorations to Register 


After consideration in camera it was announced that the 
following names had been restored to the Medical Register after 
penal erasure: John William Paterson Coliyer, William Joseph 
Doody, William Aloysius Kennedy, Francis Stedman Poole, and 
James Pearson Thierens. ; 


Cases in which Judgment had been Postponed 


The Council first dealt with certain cases in which the facts 
alleged against the practitioner had been proved at a previous 
session, but judgment had been postponed. In the case of 
Reuben Denny, against whom a cenviction of driving a motor 
car while under the influence of drink and another of being 
drunk and incapable had been proved, a medical certificate was 
put in stating that Dr. Denny was suffering from nervous 
breakdown, and the Council postponed the case until next 
session. In the case of Christopher Bastible, against whom a 
conviction of being in charge of a motor car while under the 
influence of drink had been proved, a letter was received from 
the respondent stating that he would prefer not to ask for testi- 
monials in a small country town and run the risk of injuring 
his reputation, but he enclosed a satisfactory testimonial from 
another doctor who was employing him. The Council again 
postponed judgment until November next. In the case of 
Henry McNeill, against whom the charge had been proved that 
on one occasion he was so far under the influence of drink 
that he was incapable of properly carrying out his professional 


duties, a number of testimonials were put in. It was also stated 
that Dr. McNeill at the end of last year had his house and 
surgery completely destroyed by enemy action. The Council 
decided not to proceed to erasure, and dismissed the case. 


Alleged Misleading Certification 


The first of several cases which had to do with certificates 
was that of Albert Alexander Gunn, registered as of Pownall 
Park, Wilmslow, Cheshire, who was summoned on the charge 
that on March 5 last he gave certificates, notifications, reports, 
or documents of similar nature in his professional capacity for 
subsequent use for administrative purposes under the National 
Service Acts in the cases of six youths, inmates of an institution, 
when in fact he had not seen or examined these persons on the 
date mentioned or at all. 

Dr. Gunn was represented by Mr. A. Pereira, counsel. 

The Council’s Solicitor (Mr. Winterbotham) said that the six 
persons mentioned were youths of the 19-year-old class, inmates 
of a mental home near Ludlow, who were summoned for 
examination by the Hereford Medical Board. Certificates with 
regard to them, given by Dr. Gunn, then of Ludlow, were 
handed to the chairman of the board, Dr. Bulman, together with 
a typewritten sheet giving a short account of each of the boys 
to be examined. On questioning the boys it appeared that none 
of them (with one doubtful exception) had ever been examined 
or attended professionally by Dr. Gunn, and it seemed that 
the lay person in charge of the home, a Mr. G. H. Lyward, had 
furnished the details of the six cases in the form of a typewritten 
sheet which had been copied verbatim by Dr. Gunn in the form 
of medical certificates. It was added, however, that apart from 
this irregularity of certification the cases appeared to be quite 
genuine, for each candidate, following upon his examination by 
the board, had been examined by the consultant psychiatrist 
and graded IV as a result. Dr. Gunn, in a letter to the Council, 
stated that he was very ill at the time and had failed to appre- 
ciate the purpose for which the documents were desired. The 
boys belonged to a school in Kent which was evacuated to 
Shropshire, and the doctor in Kent, who had been doing any 
necessary service for the school, gave a letter of introduction 
to the doctor in Ludlow whose practice was being looked after 
by Dr. Gunn in his absence. It was contended by Dr. Gunn 
that the documents were not certificates. but even so the 
Council’s warning notice referred to “ certificates, notifications, 
reports. or documents of a similar nature.” 

Mr. Pereira, for Dr. Gunn, said that the doctor had under- 
stood from the schoolmaster, Mr. Lyward, that most of these 
cases had been sent to the school by well-known psychiatrists. 
He thought he would first look at the case papers, which he 
did, and then would see the boys. and in fact he did see one of 
them. Then he was taken ill, and while ill he received an urgent 
letter from Mr. Lyward saying that the bovs were being called 
up for a military board and asking him to give a résumé of their 
medical history and condition for the use of the board, and he 
did so from the notes sent to him. He fully appreciated now 
that he should not have done so, but he did not “certify” 
anything. 

The Council found the facts proved, but in view of the ex- 
planation Dr. Gunn had given they did not see fit to instruct 
the Registrar to erase his name. 


A Question of School Certificates 


The Council next considered the case of Israel David Black. 
registered as of 649, Leeds Road, Bradford, who appeared on 
the charge of having issued three certificates in February and 
March last to the effect that Ronald Hindle, a boy aged 12, was 
suffering from chill—or on one of the dates from_influenzal 
Gebility—and was unable to attend school, whereas in fact Dr. 
Black had not examined the boy on any date mentioned or at 
all, and that the boy was quite able to attend school on each 
occasion. 

Mr. A. Pereira, on behalf of the London and Counties 
Medical Protection Society, defended Dr. Black. 

Mr. Winterbotham, the Council’s Solicitor, said that in 
Bradford compassionate school leave was given if circumstances 
arose in the home which made it necessary for the mother to 
have the temporary help of an older child. In this case. owing 
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to the illness of a married daughier, two grandchildren were 
added to the care of Mrs. Hindle, who sent Ronald to Dr. 
Riley, then Dr. Black’s assistant, and he certified that the 
daughter was ill and that it would be a help if the boy were 
excused school. Later on another certificate was required, and 
the boy saw Dr. Black, who gave him the first of the certificates 
mentioned in the charge, stating that the boy was suffering from 
a chill, although at the time he was perfectly well. This certifi- 
cate was accepted and endorsed by the school medical officer, 
as was a second certificate, but when a third was issued the 
senior school medical officer got in touch with Dr. Black, who 
agreed that the boy was fit for school. 

Evidence was given by Mrs. Hindle to the effect that on all 
these occasions the boy was perfectly well and that Dr. Black 
never examined him. Dr. Black, who was her married 
daughter's doctor, attended at the house to treat her grandchild ; 
he never examined Ronald. A bill for 14s. for Dr. Black’s 
services had been presented ; she herself did not see the bill until 
a week ago. Ronald Hindle also testified that Dr. Black did not 
examine him. 

Dr. Black, in evidence, said that he was an alderman of the 
city of Bradford. This boy and his mother had not been 
patients of his. He was called to see the granddaughter on 
February 7, and Mrs. Hindle then complained of the condition 
of the house, which she said was damp. He inspected ~the 
house and promised to report it. Mrs. Hindle said that the 
house gave all the family colds and that Ronald had been 
coughing. He opened Ronald’s shirt, listened to his chest, and 
took his temperature. He found signs of bronchial catarrh, 
and in view of his condition and of the severe weather at the 
time he thought it would be better if he stayed away from 
school. He also dispensed some medicine for him. He con- 
tinued to visit the grandchild at the house, and on the second 
occasion Mrs. Hindle gave him a form which had been left by 
the school attendance officer with regard to Ronald, and this he 
filled in after again examining the boy. On the third occasion 
similarly he examined and treated him and gave a certificate, 
but a few days later he refused a request for a further certifi- 
cate, having heard that in the meanwhile the boy was employed 
delivering newspapers. His accounts were rendered either 
quarterly or half-yearly, and particulars were given to his 
collector. The account for 14s. which Mrs. Hindle said that 
she had seen only on the previous Saturday had in fact been 
rendered some weeks previously, and half of it had been paid 
in small instalments by Mrs. Hindle’s daughter. 

In reply to questions by Dr. Bone and other members of the 
Council Dr. Black said that he made up his account book from 
his visiting lists, which he destroyed after such entry. He 
admitted that he had thus destroyed any direct evidence of his 
attendance on Ronald Hindle, although he knew that an inquiry 
had been made by an education subcommittee in Bradford at 
which his statement that he had examined this boy had been 
challenged ; but he said that he did not destroy the lists until 
about a month after the inquiry, when, having heard no more, 
he considered the incident closed. He had had no idea at that 
time that the matter would come before the General Medical 
Council. 

The Council, after deliberation in camera, found that the 
facts alleged against Dr. Black had not been proved to their 
satisfaction, and the case was dismissed. 


Alleged Agreement to Break Rules in a Maternity Ward, 
Falsification of Temperature Records, and Failure to 
Notify Pyrexia 


The Council considered charges against William Blackwood, 
D.S.O., registered as of Camborne, and Harry Lee Shimmin, 
registered as of Redruth, of wrongfully agreeing together to 
commit a breach of the rules made by the county medical officer 
of health for Cornwall for the management of the maternity 
ward provided under a scheme of the county council at the 
Camborne - Redruth Miners’ and General Hospital, of which 
they were medical officers, and of falsifying or causing to be 
falsified the records of temperatures of patients in the wards 
for whom they were responsible, and failing to notify the 
_county medical officer of health as required by those rules. It 
was further charged against Dr. Shimmin that in a specified case 
he had failed to notify the medical officer of health for the 
district as required by the Puerperal Pyrexia Regulations, 1939. 

Mr. G. M. Howard, counsel, instructed by Waterhouse and 
Co., solicitors, in outlining the facts of the case, drew attention 
to the Puerperal Pyrexia Regulations which came into operation 
on April 1, 1939, in particular to Section 2 (1), which specified 
the meaning of the term “ puerperal pyrexia.” He also referred 
to rules made by Dr, Curnow, as county medical officer of health 


for Cornwall, for the maternity ward of this hospital. One of 
these rules read: F 


** Any rise of temperature in a patient, however slight, may be a 
warning sign of impending puerperal sepsis. Therefore, a rise of 
temperature to 99.4° with proportionate quickening of the pulse 
rate or any other symptoms or signs suggestive of sepsis is sufficient 
to require the removal of the patient to an isolation ward... , 
Such a case must be regarded from the beginning as infectious until 
the contrary is known. . If the pyrexia recurs to 99.4° for 
three successive days or reaches 100.4° and is maintained or recurs 
within 24 hours then the case is definitely infectious and must be 
removed as soon as possible to the Tuckingmill Clinic or to one of 
the Plymouth hospitals.” 


A further rule stated: 


“If any of the incidents {including the significant rise of tempera- 
iure] specified above occur the county medical officer of health must 
be notified at once by telephone and the appropriate procedure 
immediately undertaken.” 


Not only was the attention of these doctors called to these 
rules, but they were consulted with regard to them and appar- 
ently expressed their entire agreement. In a leiter dated 
September 26, 1939, Dr. Blackwood wrote to Dr. Curnow with 
regard to two cases to which his attention had been drawn, and 
said inter alia: “1 fully realize the necessity of carrying out 
the regulations laid down by you.” The sister in charge of the 
ward from September, 1939, to March, 1941, was a Miss 
Commerford, who would say that the doctors agreed together 
that they would not follow Dr. Curnow’s rules in the respect 
that if a patient had a temperature of 99.4° F. which recurred 
or reached 100.4° F., they would wait to see what happened, 
and if nothing further happened then the temperature chart 
could afterwards be falsified so as to make it appear that the 
patients had not come within these rules. This evidence would 
be supported by two other sisters. Dr. Blackwood was charged 
with falsifying temperature records in two cases. Against Dr. 
Shimmin there was no charge respecting the temperature chart 
of any particular patient, but that he failed to notify the district 
and the county M.O.H. 

Dr. R. N. Curnow, M.O.H., Cornwall, testified that in drawing 
up the rules for the maternity ward he consulted Dr. Blackwood, 
and later had a conference with the medical staff at which the 
rules were discussed and agreed. A nurse took the temperatures 
in the ward and entered them in a book, and a sister afterwards 
made up the chart from the book. On Dr. Blackwood’s charts 
there was no necessity for notification, but on Dr. Shimmin’s 
charts relating to a Mrs, Cornish, who died in the ward, an 
inquiry took place, at which Sister Davies made statements in 
the presence of the two doctors, saying that she had been 
engaged for some time, with their knowledge, in the falsification 
of temperature charts. Dr. Blackwood pressed her to say that 
it was only temperatures under 100° F. which had been affected 
on two or three occasions, but she would only reply that it 
might have been so; she could not swear to it. Sister Love 
also _~ that the charts had been faked over a considerable 
period. 


Cross-examined by Mr. A. Pereira, counsel, instructed by 
Messrs. Le Brasseur and Oakley on behalf of the London and 
Counties Medical Protection Society, who defended, Dr. Curnow 
agreed that when Drs. Blackwood and Shimmin arrived at the 
hospital inquiry they had no idea that any suggestion was going 
to be made against them. Sister Davies said at the inquiry that 
she had carried on a system which had been in operation for 
a long time, and was doing what she had been instructed to do 
by Sister Commerford. She agreed that she never said that 
either Dr. Blackwood or Dr. Shimmin had told her to alter any 
chart ; she said that it was done with their knowledge, not on 
their instructions. Another sister at the inquiry had corroborated 
that the temperature charts were falsified ; the system was, she 
said, that the doctors were to be consulted before the second 
high temperature was recorded. 

It was suggested to Dr. Curnow by counsel that there was not 
sufficient staff for the number of cases in this busy ward, and 
that if infectious cases occurred one nurse (out of three) had 
to be taken off the ward to look after the isolated case. 

Miss Margaret Commerford gave evidence that at the time 
she became sister-in-charge she had a discussion with Dr. 
Blackwood regarding temperatures. She was told that if 
patients’ temperatures went up she was to notify them, but 
second high temperatures were not to be charted until the 
doctors had seen the patient. Temperatures were entered on 
the chart from the temperature book the following morning by 
the junior sister, In cross-examination it was put to the witness 
that Dr. Blackwood had never instructed her at any time to 
mark any lower temperature than the correct one, but she said 
that he did so, and that Dr. Shimmin also was present at the 
conversation. She said that if a patient had a temperature of 
99.4° F. they waited until the next morning, and then, if the 
temperature was still up, the patient was isolated ; if the tem- 
perature was then down she saw Dr. Blackwood and took his 
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instructions. Dr. Curnow’s rule was that even if the patient 
had 99.4° F. on one occasion she was to be isolated at once. 


If there was a temperature of 100.4° F. in the evening, what 
instructions had you from Dr. Blackwood?—Not to do anything 
until the patient was seen next day by Dr. Blackwood or Dr. 
Shimmin. : 

Was the temperature charted?—Yes, it was. 

So that night there would appear on the chart 100.4° F.?—Yes. 

The doctor would come next morning and this would be reported 
to him. Then what were his instructions?—That if the patient still 
had the temperature we were to take swabs and isolate her, and if 
the temperature was up in the evening she would have to be sent to 
Truro. 


If the temperature was normal or below normal in the 
morning it would be all right. 

Sister Esther Davies, who was employed at the hospital until 
June, 1941, said that if the temperature was 99.4° F. in the 
evening she did not chart it. If it went down in the morning 
the temperature was then charted. If it did not go down to 
normal or below, the doctor was notified. She received instruc- 
tions that she might have to put wrong temperatures on the 
chart, but she never actually did so. While she was there as 
junior sister she knew of one case in which wrong temperatures 
were put on the chart by Sister Commerford, and of two other 
cases in which wrong entries were made by Sister Love; she 


herself had told Sister Love to make them, as instructed by 


Sister Commerford. The temperature book, in which the 
original entries had been made in pencil, was altered so as to 
coincide with the charts, and she agreed that there would be 
no evidence as to the real temperatures of the patients concerned. 

Sister Ena Love. who had been junior sister in this maternity 
ward, was asked whether the correct temperature was always 
put upon the charts, and replied ““ No.” Asked in what circum- 
stances a wrong temperature would be put upon a chart, she 
said that if 99.4° F. ocurred iwice, and there was nothing else 
in the patient to suggest anything wrong, the second tempera- 
ture was not charted ; something lower was entered. 


When the wrong temperature was put on the chart, who decided 
the actual temperature to be recorded?—TI did. 

Why did you do ett knew it was wrong in principle, but no 
harm was being done. ° 

How did you know no harm was being done?—Because the 
patient was perfectly well. 

Mr. Pereira at this point said that so far as the charge of 
falsifying documents was concerned no evidence had been given 
by the sisters sufficient to place on him the onus of calling 
rebutting evidence. Any court would stop the case at this point. 
The last two witnesses had offered no evidence that the doctors 
had called on them to falsify, and the first witness had contra- 
dicted herself and had said that there was no case she knew of 
being improperly charted. With regard to failure to notify in 
accordance with the rules of the hospital, that was a matter 
between the two doctors and the hospital, and ought not to come 
before the Council. These doctors were under no penalty for 
failing to comply with the rules, and he suggested that Dr. 
Curnow had no authority in this voluntary hospital to impose 
the rules. The doctors had agreed to comply with the rules, 
but a breach would render them liable only to civil action. As 
for the failure of Dr. Shimmin to notify under the Puerperal 
Pyrexia Regulations, that might be an offence before another 
court, and then, if a conviction were recorded, might come on 
to the Council, but it was not a case to be brought before the 
Council as infamous conduct in a professional respect. 

Mr. Howard agreed that as to the first charge there was the 
evidence of only one witness, Sister Commerford, and the 
Council might think it not safe or right on the uncorroborated 
evidence of one witness—a witness, moreover, who was impli- 
cated in what was done, to say that this matter was proved 
beyond reasonable doubt, in which case he would not press the 
charge. But he suggested that on the further charge against 
Dr. Shimmin he ought, to have notified the case of Mrs. 
Cornish, even though thé only evidence was that of one of the 
sisters—Sister Love—who was again uncorroborated and 
implicated. 


The Council deliberated in camera and found that the facts - 


alleged against Dr. Blackwood had not been proved to its satis- 
faction. Dr. Blackwood was therefore dismissed from the case. 
The Council also found that the facts alleged against Dr. 
Shimmin in respect of falsification of records had not been 
proved. but desired to hear the defence with regard to failure 
to notify. 

Dr. Shimmin then went to the witness chair, and was exam- 
ined with regard to the case mentioned. He agreed that, looking 
at the case now, he ought to have notified it. It was a case 


which, by reason of the high temperature, came within the 
statutory rules and orders, and also, of course, within the rules 
laid down by Dr. Curnow. He told Dr. Curnow by telephone 
about the case, but that, of course, did not cover the requirement 
to comply with the Puerperal Pyrexia Regulations. He thought 
he had done his duty in notifying Dr. Curnow on his instruc- 
tions. 

The Council again deliberated in camera, after which the 
President addressed Dr. Shimmin as follows: 

‘* The facts alleged against you in paragraphs 3 and 4 of the charge 
[failure to notify] have been proved to the satisfaction of the 
Council. The seriousness of the facts in the case of Mrs. Cornish 
is that you infringed regulations made in the public interest for the 
protection of women after childbirth, and that in the case of Mrs. 
Warne and Mrs. Waters you similarly infringed the regulations. 
Further, you failed in the case of Mrs. Cornish to honour the under- 
taking you gave to the medical officer of health to acquiesce in the 
rules drawn up by him, as you must have known, for the sole 
purpose of preventing maternal mortality and morbidity. The 
Council takes a grave view of these successive derelictions of duty, 
both under the statute and in relation to a colleague. They trust 
that these proceedings will cause you to. be more scrupulous in future 
in the discharge of those obligations. Taking that into account, 
they have decided not to direct the Registrar to erase your name 
from the Medical Register.” 

(To be concluded) 


Correspondence 


District Medical Officers’ Duties 


Sir,—I am glad to see, from the Supplement of November 15 
(p. 92), that district medical officers are waking up to the 
impositions that are being put upon them. The Old Age 
Pensions and Widows Act, 1940, laid down that those 
pensioners who are not entitled to medical attendance under the 
Insurance Act should have free medical relief provided for 
them. The onus of arranging this naturally passed to the 
Ministry of Health, who by the Public Assistance Order (No. 2), 
1940, quietly “‘ passed the buck ” to the district medical officers. 

This Order is the authority under which the inspectors of the 
Assistance Board, which latter assesses supplementary pensions. 
inform pensioners that they are entitled to free medical attend- 
ance, and that they should apply to the relieving officer of their 
local public assistance authority, who has now no alternative 
but to issue a “ permanent ticket.” In this way the law of this 
country instituted a new medical service and the Minister of 
Health quietly passed on the work to the district medical officers 
without any reference to their contracts and without any con- 
sideration of the extra work or of the increased expenditure in 
providing drugs and in travelling. 

Is it not about time that medical representation in Parlia- 
ment was put upon a firmer basis so that matters which affect 
the welfare of the profession may come under the consideration 
of those most intimately concerned with them before they 
become law?—I am, etc., 

Sudbury, Suffolk, Nov. 19. 


* The effect of the amendment of Article 23 of the Public 
Assistance Order, 1930, is that a public assistance authority is 
empowered, on application, to include in the permanent medical 
relief list the names of supplementary old age pensioners and 
those of their dependants who are aged, infirm, etc., and whose 
needs have been taken into account in calculating the supple- 
mentary pensions. It would appear that once a pensioner or 
his dependant is included in the list or receives medical relief 
during any particular half-year he is automatically included in 
the succeeding half-years so long as the supplementary pension 
continues to be paid. Representations have been made by the 
B.M.A. to the Ministry of Health on the issue of increased work 
thrown on district medical’ officers, with particular reference 
to their remuneration.—Epb., B.M.J. 


J. B. ALEXANDER. 


Bridging the Gap 


Sir,—The pamphlet just issued by the Secretary of the British 
Medical Association appears to be in the nature of an apologia. 
None the less it is a valuable means of bridging the gap between 
the Council and general practitioners and is, therefore, to be 
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welcomed. It brings about a liaison which was shown by the 
special conference of representatives to be badly needed. It 
might have been better not to vent antagonisms to kindred 
organizations, but this is a question of policy and taste. I 
would make a plea for the sake of the welfare of the nation 
and the medical profession: co-operation with other medical 
bodies should be brought about instead of endeavouring to 
shut the door on those who can help in the great work. At a 
recent general meeting in this Division I stressed the importance 
of giving full support to the efforts of the B.M.A. to cope with 
current and post-war problems, but it would be better to have 
unity than dissension. With all respect, | would ask if the 
Council of the Association is not too conservative in its out- 
look.—I am, etc., 
L. S. WooLr, 


Nov. 25. Chairman, Hendon Division, B.M.A. 


PROTECTION OF CARS AGAINST FROST 


The Minister of Transport wishes to call the attention of all 
users of motor vehicles to the importance of taking the utmost 
precautions against the danger of damage to their vehicles through 
freezing. If a vehicle has to stand in the open for any length 
of time the best antifreeze device is an empty water system. 
On some motor vehicles two taps are provided for draining. 
one for the radiator and the other for the cylinder block. When 
the cooling system is being emptied both taps should, of course. 
be opened. 

There is very little ~ antifreeze available in this country 
for the coming winter, and therefore anyone owning or operating 
a motor vehicle should, whenever possible, adopt some alter- 
native method of protection. This is particularly important in 
view of the fact that certain spare parts for motor cars may be 
in short supply ; frost damage may, therefore, immobilize a 
vehicle whose continued opefation is vital for the war effort. 
The small existing supplies of “antifreeze” available for 
civilian road transport will be allocated by the Regional Trans- 
port Commissioners of the Ministry of War Transport, and any 
operator of vehicles engaged on essential national work who 
cannot protect his vehicle in any other way should therefore 
make application to the appropriate Commissioner, giving full 
particulars of his demands. 

The B.M.A. has represented to the Ministry of War Transport 
the vitally important nature of the work being performed by 
medical practitioners, often in circumstances of peculiar diffi- 
culty, and the extreme inconvenience of an empty water system, 
especially when urgent night calls are received. The Ministry 
does not deny that doctors must be -included among those car 
users who may be regarded as having special claims in this 
matter, but unfortunately the supplies of “ antifreeze” avail- 
able are such as to meet only a small proportion of the proved 
demand. Therefore. while doctors are not debarred from 
making application to the Regional Transport Commissioners. 
it is to be expected that their applications will be successful only 
rarely and in quite exceptional circumstances. Car users are 
warned that certain mixtures purporting to give protection 
against frost are not fully effective and may even do actual 
damage, and they should satisfy themselves on these points 
before relying upon them. 


MILK AND EGG CERTIFICATES 


General practitioners will have been harassed or overwhelmed 
during the past two or three weeks by applications from patients 
for certificates for priority supplies of milk and eggs. In the 
Supplement of October 4 the Council of the B.M.A. expressed 
appreciation of the way in which the Ministry of Food had 
met its criticisms of the schedule of conditions for priority milk 
supplies. The circumstances of the issue of the schedule by 
the Ministry, however, have caused endless trouble to the pro- 
fession, and the Association considers it to be its duty to 
disclaim all responsibility for the deplorable muddle. 

First, the schedule of conditions was issued by the Ministry 
itself to medical practitioners, but many doctors did not receive 
a copy. Those who inquired at their local Food Offices were 
incorrectly informed that the British Medical Association was 
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responsible for the issue, and further delay occurred while 
applications for the schedule were redirected by the Association 
to the Ministry. Secondly, the schedule was issued as a 
confidential document. This was doybtless done with the best 
intentions, but the result was that doctors’ surgeries were filled 
with patients who thought they might be entitled to extra milk 
for any kind of illness. The normal work of practices was 
seriously hampered, and friction between doctor and patient 
frequently followed refusal of a certificate. Thirdly, some Food 
Offices, regardless of the confidential nature of the schedule. 
issued a circular to the public purporting to give the conditions 
for priority supplies. but as the circulars were incorrect and 
misleading they only made matters worse. The Association has 
accordingly urged the Ministry to issue a public announcement 
through the Press and the B.B.C. stating clearly the conditions 
for which alone priority certificates may be given. 

The arrangements for priority supplies of eggs came into 
force on November 17, but although local Food Offices sent 
medical practitioners batches of certificate forms, the schedule 
of conditions for which the certificates might be given was not 
issued by the Ministry until a fortnight later. In the meantime 
Food Offices were informing practitioners that the British 
Medical Association was responsible for the delay, and the 
Association had again to redirect inquiries to the Ministry. 

The Association has now sent a letter to the Ministry strongly 
protesting against the unnecessary difficulties placed by both 
its central and local offices in the way of medical practitioners. 
who are already sufficiently inconvenienced by the numerous 
claims for wartime certificates. 


WEEKLY POSTGRADUATE DIARY 


BRITISH POSTGRADUATE MEDICAL SCHOOL, Ducane Road, W.—Daily. 
10 a.m. to 4 p.m., Medical Clinics, Surgical Clinics and Opera- 
tions, Obstetric and Gynaecological Clinics» and Operations. 
Daily, 1.30 p.m., Post-mortem Demonstrations. Mon., Course on 
War Surgery of the Extremities commences. Tuwes., 10 a.m., 
Paediatric Clinic, Dr. Lightwood: 11 a.m., Qynaccological Clinic, 
Mr. Green-Armytage. Wed., 11.30 a.m.,¥%Clinico-pathological 
Conference (Medical). Thurs., 2 p.m., Dermatological Clinic, Dr. 
R. T. Brain. Fri., 12.15 p.m., Clinico-pathglogical Conference 
(Surgical); 2 p.m., Clinico-pathological Conference (Gynaeco- 
logical); 3 p.m., Sterility Clinic, Mr, Green-Armytage. 

FELLOWSHIP OF MEDICINE AND POSTGRADUATE MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, 
1, Wimpole Street, W.—West End Hospital for Nervous Diseases: 
Tues. and Fri., 3 p.m., M.R.C.P. Course in Neurology. 


DIARY OF SOCIETIES AND LECTURES 
Roya Society OF MEDICINE 


Section of Comparative Medicine.—Wed., 2.15 p.m. Discussion: 
Control of Diseases in Cattle inimical to Man: II, Tuberculosis. 
Openers, Prof. T. Dalling and Dr. S. Roodhouse Gloyne. 


Section of Neurology.—Thurs., 2.30 p.m. Discussion: Rehabilita- 
tion after Injuries to the Central Nervous System. Openers, Prof. 
Geofirey Jefferson, Prof. Hugh Cairns, Dr. W. Russell Brain, and 
Dr. Ludwig Guttman. 


ROYAL INSTITUTION, 21, Albemarle Street, W.—Tues., 2.30 p.m., Prof. 
: Drummond: Recent Advances in the Science of Nutrition 
and their Significance in Wartime. 


B.M.A.: Branch and Division Meetings to be Held 


METROPOLITAN COUNTIES BRANCH: KENSINGTON Diviston.—At 
St. Mary Abbots Hospital, Marloes Road, Kensington, W., Tuesday. 
December 16, 2.30 p.m. Clinical meeting. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS 


The charge for inserting announcements under this head is 10s. 6d. This amount 
should be forwarded with the notice, authenticated with the name and address 
of the sender, and should reach the Advertisement Manager not later than first 
post Monday morning to ensure insertion in the current issue. 


BIRTH 


VAUGHAN-JONES.—To Maureen (née Cooke), wife of Surgeon 
Lieutenant R. Vaughan-Jones, Royal Navy, Royal Naval Air 
Station, Trinidad, B.W.I., on November 28, 1941, a daughter, 
Angela Maureen.” 


DEATH 


Monks.—On November 30, 1941, ai ‘* Fair Lawn,” Bradf 
Bolton, Alderman Ernest Monks, M.B., ChB. 
husband of Eliz. H. Monks, aged 70 years. 
Church, Breightmet, Bolton. 


. J.P., dearly loved 
Interred at St. James's 
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